
NATIONAL INTELLIGENCER.

OFFICIAL NOTICE OF THE ACCEPTANCE BV
GEN. TAYLOR OF THE WHIG NOMINATION.

We have at length the pleasure of laying before
our readers the Letter ol General Taylor, accepting
the nomination of himself by the Whig National
Convention,as a candidate for the office of President
of the United States at the approaching election.

CiREENsnoRoroii, July 29, 1818.
To the Editors of the National Intelligencer.

I this day received a communication from Gen.
Taylor in reply to mine of the 10th of June. I
enclose you copies of the correspondence with a

request that you will publish them.
Yours, most respectfully,

J. M. MOREHEAD.

Philadelphia, June 10, 1848.
Gen. Zachary Taylor.
Dear Sir: At a Convention of the Whigs of

the United States held in this city on the 7th in-
ftant, and continued from day to day until the Uth,
you are nominated as a candidate for the Presi¬
dency of the United States at the ensuing Presi¬
dential election.
By a resolution of said Convention, it was made

the duty of their President to communicate to you
the result of their deliberations, and to request your
acceptance of the nomination.

In obedience to said resolve, I, as the organ
therein designated, have the honor to make to you
the foregoing communication, and to ask your ac¬

ceptance of the nomination.
Permit me, dear sir, to indulge the hope that he

who never shrinks from any responsibility, nor

fails to discharge any duty assigned him by his
Government, will not now refuse this enthusiastic
call of his countrymen.

I am, dear sir, with sentiments of very high re¬

gard, your most obedient servant,
J. M. MOREHEAD,

l'retident of the Whig National Convention.

Baton R-ji'ge, (La.) July 15, 1848.
Sir: I have had the honor to receive your com¬

munication of June 10th, announcing that the Whig
Convention, which assembled in Philadelphia on

the Tth of that month, and of which you were the

presiding officer, had nominated me for the office of
President of the United States.

Looking to the composition of the Convention,
and its. numerous and patriotic constituency, I feel
deeply grateful for the honor it has bestowed upon
me, and for the distinguished confidence implied in

my nomination by it to the highest office in the gift
of the American People.

I cordially accept that nomination, but with a

sincere distrust of my fitness to fulfil the duties of
an offire which demands for its exercise the most

exalted ability and patriotism, and which has been
rendered illustrious by the greatest names in our

history. But, should the selection of the Whig
Convention be confirmed by the people, I shall en¬

deavor so to discharge the new duties then devolving
upon me aa to meet the just expectations of mv'
fellow-citizens, and preserve undiminished the p.os-
perity and reputation of our common country.

I hsve the honor to remain, with the highest respect, vour

a»o»t obedient servant, Z. TAYLOR.
To the Hon. J. M. MuituHXan,

C.eensboro', Guilford county, North Carolina.

A CHAPTER OF SECRET HISTORY.

FROM TH* jrtw T0HK IVEJTISG POUT.

The two letters which are subjoined form an im¬
portant passage in the secret history of the Annex¬
ation ol I exas. Our readers are aware that several
Democratic members of the United States Senate
strove to induce Congress to adopt such a method
of annexinjr Texas as would avoid the danger of a
war Vith Mexico, and satisfy every part of the
Union. I he plan of Mr. Benton, proposing to
arrange by negotiation the terms on which Texas-1
should be admitted into the Union, had these ob-
jecta in view. If it had beeu adopted, we should
have acquired Texas without war, bloodshed, or a

national dibt. The Democratic Senator* who supported it I
bad it in their power to compel Congress to adopt their method
°r none. How they were induced to content to a measure,'
which pot it in the power of the Pat<tinc*T to annex Texas
and the war at once ia related in the letter*. They were be¬
trayed into the step, it teem*, by an act of the grossest perfidy.
The whole history of the annexation of Texas, so far aa

oar own Government >« concerned, ia a aenea ot acta which
make that page of hiatory a record of our disgrace. Tiie clan¬
destine intrigue* of T>let to negotiate an annexation; the
taotive of three intrigue*, distinctly avowed l»y hi* Serretary
of Slate to be the protection and extension of slavery the
¦illy alirm felt, or pretended to be felt, thatTeia* wa* about to

aake her«elf a colony of Great Britain ; the treaty negotiated
by Tyler with the Government of Texaa, *o objectionable
that the Senate rejected it with *corn ; the *hameless bribcrie*
by which advocate* of the imiaediate annexation of Texa*
were raised op in almost every part of the country ; the .end¬
ing of a messenger to Texas by Tyler in 'he last hour of hi*
administration, with a view to anticipate hia successor and to

prevent him from selecting the wise and better alternative left
to hia discreti.»n ; all these are worthy parts of the same

^)amH>>«<t transaction. The most infamons portion of the
whole afliir, however, is that which is disclosed in the letter*
cf Mr. I appan and Mr. Blair, which wr publish to-day.
W# think, for our part, that this fraud should have been

diaeloeed the moment it wai consummated.the moment that
Mr. Polk, after hi* solemn promises.after all his pretences of
baate to recall Mr.' Tyler's clandestine messenger, and to re¬
voke the offer of which he was the bearer, declared in his an¬
nua! message that he had ratititd Mr. Tyler's proceeding*,
and confirmed his offer to annex Texas and the war. A re¬

gard to their own reputation, it *eem* to u«, should have led
them to m*ke a fiank and full disclosure of the treachery and
duplicity v which they wrre made involuntary accomplices in
.be guilt. I precipitating the country into a war. Th« y se<ni,
on their j^rt, to have thought otherwise.

The only important point, however, is the truth of the nar¬

rative. Mr. I appan and Mr. Ulair agree in its circumstances,
and, if more testimony were needed, there are other Senators
who, if they ever speak on the aubject, will tell the aame sto-

T- Wa are »orry for the pre eminence in trickery which it
gives Mr. Polk over Mr. Tyler. In all future histories of the
^nnexatic-n of lexa*, this etery of a prom>*e solemnly given
and deliberately violated, will form a part.

0

LETTERS OF Mm**s. TAPPAN AND BLAIR
MTKrai*vitL*, Jrtr 21, 1848

To the h. Hitor of the Evening Pott:
D».»* 8i» since th«> admission of Texa«into the Union

was consummated, I have thought, with you, that my vote on
that occasion required explanation. I Waa in favor of receiv-
uig that S ,t* jnto Union a* soon as it could l*» done on
fair ai.d terms, and with the consent of Mexico 4 and I
belww'd, tr.»m all I coold learn, that this might be accomplish¬
ed at l«*« »xpcn«e than it would cost to wage a war of one

pear s duration lor obtaining it. So disposed, I had not only
voted Mr. Tylf r'* trea'y of anr;« ration, lwcau«e it was
«*ceptiorial'le in ,la bu», in violation of a rule of the
Senate, from an imperative *ense of public duty, had published
it, and the coire.,*>.,|.,c, which it^ sccolt,ptniwi
because 1/ tmprar,J t. ,hal ^ u,h.U .aair tvi.
mam of a dartng run piracy /<> Utritir the Union, bu arrau-

ijf tmJ.\H agmirut rae^ ; evidence
which consideration. entirely paramount to all Ser atonal for¬
mulas reqnil«d to be immediately divulged.
The inquiry is a very natural one.how men who desired

the admission of Texas and voted against tb« treaty of annex¬
ation, could afterwards rate for the resolution brought into the
House of Representatives by Mr. Milton Brown, which was

mere exceptionable in Its terms than the treaty, Now that
the war with Mexico i« ended, and the public interest cannot

le injured by answering this inquiry, I give you l^e. f°ll°wintf
t'ateu.ent, premising lhat the public history of this transae-

6on i* in the Congressional Globe, vol. 14, page 358 to 363,
mil the Cong regional Globe of February 24th, 1847.
When the *' joint resolution declaring the terms on which

CougreiM will admit Texas into the Union as a State, wm
lefore the Senate, it was noon found lhat a number of IB*
Democratic members who were favorable to the admtasion ol
'l exa* would vote against that resolution. I was one ol them.
li this stage of the matter it was proposed that, instead of re¬

jecting the House resolution, we should amend it by adding,
a.' an alternative proposition, the substance of Mr. Benton a

bill to obtain Texas by negotiation. I had strong objections
to this plan, for I did not see the necessity or propriety of
p ssingthe House resolution either with or without the pro-
pesed amendments, but it was urged that the session was so

mar its close that the measure would be defeated if we sub¬
stituted Mr. Benton's plan for the other, whereas it we made
it in additional article it would readily pars the House in that
form. This reasoning did not satisfy me, but finding that my
friends were all satisfied with such proposed arrangement,
I acceded to it.provided that I could have satisfactory aasu-
ranee that tile plan proposed in such amendment would be the
only one used and submitted to Texas.

Mr. Polk was in the city s it was understood that he was

very anxious that Congress should uct on the subject before
he came into office; it was abo understood that the proposi-
tUin to annua the House resolution originated with Mr.
pJlk. It had been suggested that, if we did so amend the
resolution, Mr. Calhoun would send oil' the House resolution
to Texas, and so endeavor to forestal the action of Mr. Polk ;
but Mr. McDuffie, his friend, .having met this suggestion by
the declaration that he would not have the ** audacity " to do
such a thing, it was no more thought of. One difficulty re¬
mained, and lhat was the danger of putting it into the power
or Mr. Polk to submit the House resolution to Texas. We
understood, indeed, lhat he intended to submit the Senate pro¬
position to that Government; but, without bciug satisfied that
he would do this, I would not vote for the resolution, and it
was well ascertained that, without my vote, it could not pass.
Mr. Hiywood, who had voted with me, and was opposed to
the House tesolution, undertook to converse with Mr Polk on
the sui'jfct, and did so. He alterwards told me that he was au
thorized iy Mr. Polk to say to myself and other Senutors
that, if we could past the resolution with the amendment
proposed to be made, he would not use the House resolutioni,
but would submit the Senate amendment us the sole proposi-
tion to Texas. Upon this assurance I voted for the amend-
ment moved by Mr. Walker, containing the substance of Mr.
Benton's bill, and voted for the resolution as it now stands on ,the statute book.

It is ma"** ol history that Mr. Calhoun did have the " au¬

dacity" to send off a special messenger with the House reso¬
lution to Texas on the 3d of March, a few minutes before he
went out of oilice ; and that Mr. Polk adopted and confirmed
this act ofMr. Calhoun's, so admitting Texas into the Union,
and placing the United Mala in a state of wur with Mexico.

Knowing that my esteemed friend, F. 1*. Blair, had taken
a deep interest in this subject while it was before Congress, I
addressed a note to him, requesting a statement of his recoi¬
led ions of the way the Texas question was got through the
Senate. The following is his answer.

* I am, sir, yours, BENJAMIN TAPPAN.

Silver Sfriso, Jclt 7, 184$.
Hon. Blsj. Tamax, S'eubenville, Ohio.
Dear Sib : Your letter of the 1st instant asks me to state

what 1 know 14 as to the way the Texas question was got
through the Senate." I comply, and will not incumber the
narrative with immaterial details.

, |Wrben the resolution passed by the House of Represents-
lives for the annexation of Texas reached the Senate, it was

ascertained that it wouid fail in that body. Benton, Bagliy, ,

Dix, Haywood, and, as I understood, you also, were absolute
in opposition to,this naked projtosiiion of annexation, which (necessarily brought with it the war in which Texas was en

(
gaged with Mexico. All had determined to adhere to the ,bill submitted by Col. Benton, for the appointment ot a com-

^mission to arrange the terms of annexation with I exas, and
to make the attempt to render its accession to our Union as

(palatable as possible to Mexico before its consummation. It t
was hoped that this point might be effected by giving (as has (
been done in the late treaty of peace) a pecuniary considera- »

tion, fully equivalent in value for the territory desired by the s

United States, and to which Texas could justly assert any s

title. The Senate had l>een polled, and it was ascertained <

that any two of thft Democratic Senators who were opposed (to Brown's resolution, which had passed the House, could jdefeat it.the whole Whig party preferring annexation by ,
negotiation, upon Col. Benton's plan, to that of Brown.

While the question was thus pending, I met Mr. Brown,
(late rioveriior of Tennessee, then a member oflhe House,) jwho suggested that the resolution of the House and the bill

(of Col-Hiel Benton, preferred by the Senate, might be '..lend- ,

ed, making the latter an alternative, ar.d leaving the PreM I (dent elect (who alone would have time to consummate the
measure) to act undir one or the other, at his discretion. I |told Mr. Brown that I did not believe lhat the Demociatic Se-
nators opposed to the resolution of the House, and who had
its fate in their hands, would consent to this arrangement, un¬
less they were satisfied in advance by Mr. Polk that the
commission, and negotiation contemplited in Col. Benton s

plan would be tried, before that of direct legislative annexa¬
tion was re-s >rted to. He desired me to see Colonel Benton
and the friends of his proposition, submit the suggestions he
had made, and then confer with Mr. Polk, to. know whether
he would meet their views. I complied ; und after several in¬
terviews wita Mcsars. Haywood, l)ix, Benti>nt and others,
(Mr. Allen, of Ohio, using his influence in the satire direc¬
tion.) finding that the two plans could be coupled and carried,
if it were understood that the pacific project was first to be
tried, I consulted the President elect on {he suit/ret.

la the conference 1 had with him, he gave nie full assur¬
ance that he would appoint a commission, as contemplated in
the bill prepared by Col Benton, if passed m conjunction
with the Hoifse resolution a* an alternative. In the course
of my conversation with Mr. Polk, I told him that the friends
of this plan were solicitous lhat the commission should l<e fill-
ed by dirtinguUhed men of both parties, and that Col. Benton
had mentioned to me the names of Crittenden and VN righ' as
ot the civ* from which it should I* formed. Mr. Polk re¬

sponded, by declaring, with an emphasis, "that thefirst men
of the country shouldfill the commission. I communicated
the result of this interview to Messrs. Benton, Dix, Haywood,
dtc. The two last met, on appointment, to adapt the phrase¬
ology of Benton's bill, to suit as nn alternative for the resolu¬
tion of the House, and it was parsed, after a very general un¬

derstanding of the course which the measure was to take.
H -th Messrs. Dix and Haywood told me they had inter-

views with Mr. Polk on the subject of the communication /
had r<[torted to them front him, and they were confirmed by
his immediate assurance in pursuing the course \t hich theyhud rcsolvd on in consetjuenn of my representation of his
purpritr in fqfird to the point on which their action depend-
erf. After the lawwaa paeeed, and Mr. Polk inaugurated, he |
applied to Gen. Dix (li I em informed by the latter) to urge
the Senate to act upon one of the suspended Cabinet appoint¬
ments, saying lhat he wished his Administration organized
immediately, as he intended the instant recall of the metsen-

ger understood to hare been dispatched by Mr. Tyler, and to
revoke his orders given in the las' monitnts of his power, to
th ii'iirt the design of Congress in njjoeding him Mr. I oik) jthe n«an* ofinstituting a negotiation with a view of bring-
in.e Texas v'oceablu into the Union.

Your friend, F. P. BLAIR.

The Bos'on Traveller of the 2tlU says : «. The Tariff of
1846 must be revised, or the iron manufacture, snJ some
other equally important branches of indue«ry, mu'tlre stopped.
Indeed, msny of the rolling mills in this vicinity have already
¦topped, and tt.e only mill ft* the manufacture of radway iron
whit h is yet in work has but to finish a contract to furnish the
Ogdenl urg ro*d 5,OoO tons at $63.one third in stock.and
then close its doors, like the others.

The Britisr laus Market i* the U*iTin States..
We 6nd in Wilimer A Smith's European Times, ot July
15, the last number received, a statement of the quantity of
British iron exported from Liverpool during the three previ¬
ous weeks, to all parts of the world, which thst paper pul>
lisbes for the purpo«e of showing the vart value to Great Bri¬
tain of the market in the United States, opened to her by the
American tariff of 184ft. We give the substance of the state¬

ment, omitting tlie details 5 «nd we agree with the European
Time* that " it w ill afford matter for serious reflection".only
that we think the reflection ought to be much more serious in
the United State* than in England.
The three weeks are those ending 26th June, 3d July, nnd

lOih July, 1848 ; and the countries to which the iron war« ex¬

ported are, 1st, the British Possessions in all pails of the woild;
Id, all other psrta «f the world (eicept ihe Lnite^ State* 1)
3d, the United States
To British Possesions !'2?« l0"*'Oilier parts of the world on"

United Stales 13,613 tons

Total 16,483 tons.
That is to sty, thaf upwards of eight-tenths (82 J per cent.)

of all the British iron exported from Liverpool daring those
throe weeks cam^ to the 1,'nited States» and we suppose we

roay take those three weeks as samples of the year.
Ye iron men and coal men of Pennsylvania, what do you

think of all this' And what think ye, farmera of the Lnited
States, who have great and mighty crope of corn and wheit
to export this year, if you had but foreign markets for it do

you believe thst England will take eight-tenths of yoar surplus»
Seixure oe LtTTEse .The Boston Transcript says that

there waa oaeixure on Thursday, by a post office agent, of seve.

ral private parcels of letters for Europe on board the ftiagara.

OREGON TERRITORY.
House or RtritsiiKNTATivia, Jutx 31, 1848.

On motion of Mr. WENTWORTH, the House resolved
its?It into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union
(Mr. Moiijciiead in the chair,) and resumed the considera¬
tion of the bill to establish the Territorial Government of
Oregon.
The debate having been closed.
Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, proposed toavail himselfof the privi¬

lege given to him by the rules to make some remarks 011 this
bill. The question involved in the bill haa been discussed
on almost every bill before the House for some lime, and they
should now show by iheir votes whether any principle had
been recognised by the House or not. He did trust, how¬
ever, whatever may be the decision of the House ol Repre¬
sentatives and the Senate on this controverted question of sla¬
very, that Congress would give a Territorial Government to

Oregon before the adjournment. And he protested against
the attempt whish had been made to unite the fate of the Ter¬
ritory of Oregon with the newly -acquired territory from Mex¬
ico. He protested against identifying the fate and the inte¬
rests of Oregon with the fate and interests of New Mexico and
California. There was no reason why the people of Oregon
should be compelled to remain without a Government until
they could settle the question growing out of the new terri¬
tory. Why, we have as yet barely acquired New Mexico
and California. They are not yet part and parcel of this
Union, because the-trcaty by which Mexico ceded thpm to
us has not yet been carried out. We have made no appro¬
priation as vet for that purpose. No legislative act has been
done by Congress to consummate and carry out the stipula¬
tions of the treaty, and he repeated that it would be unjust
to compel the people if Oreg.n to unite their fate with the
people of New Mexico and California.

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, inquired if the gentleman from
Indiana, os the chairman of tho Committee on the Territories,
was riot instructed by his committee to report bills to estab¬
lish Territorial Governments iu New Mexico and California >

Mr. SMITH replied that he had separate bills for that pur¬
pose. He desired them to be considered separately. He was

opposed to uniting them in one bill, inasmuch a* they pre¬
sented different questions, which should be separately acted
upon.

Mr. COBB was aware of that ; but he understood the gen¬
tleman from Indiana to say that we have not yet so acquired
those territories as to enable us to establish Governments in
them.
Mr. SMITH said they were not part of this Union as

Oregon was, nor would be, without further legislation, of
which the bills ho had ready to report were part. Congress
must first pass a bill to carry out thr treaty before they would
tie properly part of this Union.
Mr. COBB asked, then, what authority they had to estab¬

lish territorial governments by the bills which the gentleman
from Indiana was desirous to report ?
Mr. SMI I'H supposed that all necessary enactments would

be made for that purpose, and these bil.s were a part of the
necessary legisljtion. Now, suppose they never should ap¬
propriate money to pay for these territories, wouhJ they be
Durs then ' It was not necessary, however, to consume time
i>n that point. What he desired to do now was to look at the
past legislation of Congress on this question. They found
gentlemen telling them that they ought not to create a gov¬
ernment for Oregon which would restrict slavery, for that they
bad no power to do so Now, why was there this sensitive¬
ness on the part of gentlemen ? Why, they had been legis¬
lating on this question ever since he had had a seat on this
Hoor. During the first Congress of which he was a member
» bill was passed by this House by a large majority creating
I I territorial Government for Oregon, which contained a provi-
.ion which was a prohibition of slavery. He desired to re-

"er to one or two things which occurred when this bill pass
*d. He would quote from the journal of the 2d session of
he 29th Congress, of the date of the 3d February, 1815,
Jage 318 :
" The question being, first, * Will the House agree to the

intendments to the said bill reported Irom the Committee of
Whole llo'iie 011 the stateoi the Union " when a division

it the said amendments being called lor, the first of the said
intendment* was read and agreed to ; and the second of said
intendments was then read as follows : And at the end of the
iixth section the following : 'Provided, hcrmeitr. That'there
shall neither be slavery nor involuntary servitude in the said
erritorj, otherwise than in the punishment of crimes whereof
he party shall have been duly convicted.' And the question
'Le'"BJ,ul' ' ^ l,,e House agree thereto " it was decided in
he affirmative : Yeas 129, nays 69."
This was the opinion ol the House of Representatives in

1845; and among the yeas were found five Southern mem¬

bra, namely : Francis Brengle, of Maryland ; Henrv Gri-
ler, of Kentucky ; George B. Rodney, of Delaware < W. P.
rhomasson, of Kentucky; and John White, of Kentucky.
So small was the opposition to the slavery restriction at that
.itne that they found not only the North almost unanimous,
but the South also coming to their aid to prohibit slavery there.
The Northern members voting against it were, William J.
Brown, of In liana, and Charles J. Ingersoll, of Pennsylva¬
nia. i he bill, with that provision in it, was subsequently
passed, by 140 ayes to 59 noes. Only fifty-nine ! and they
were not all Southern gentlemen either. Most of the opposi¬
tion which that bill met grew out of o her questions. It'was
thought by some that they could not organize a Territorial
Government in Oregon while the convention with Great Brit¬
ain f >r the joint occupation of that territory remained unre-

scind.d ; 'nit he found that a go.nl many of his Democratic
friends, who are now so very sensitive on the subject, then
voted vvitii him (Mr. S.) and his friends in favor of that bill
containing that proviso. Amongst others, were several of his

m.'crritic colleagues, who, he hoped, would again be tuurid

Joting the same way that they voted on the occasion re¬

ferred to.
But he legged the attention of the committee to legation

on the same subject at the first session of the 29th Congress,
on the bth of August, 1846. He quoted from the House Jour¬
nal, page 1,245: " The Oregon bill being under considera-
' Hon, the following amendment was resd : 4 In the 10th line
'of section 12, after the word Oregon, insert, 'and neither
slavery nor involuntary servitude shall ever exist in said Ter-

' ritoiy, except for crime whereof the party shall have been
duly convicted. And the question being pat: ' Will the
«House agree thereto »' it w., dec ded in the affirmative

eas 108, nays 44.'" The Southern men voting aye were,
Wm. F. Giles, Maryland; Henry Glider, Kentucky ; D. 8.
Kaulmanand 1 imothy Pilsbury, Texas; W. P. Th-mae-
son, Kentucky; and B. R Young, Kentucky.six in num¬
ber. rhe bill was afterwards passed without a call of the
yeas and nays.

fWo gentlemen from Texas had not viewed this pmer
of prohibiting slavery in tbe Territories at that time with sny
jning hke tbe abhorrence they manifested toward it now.
I hey recorded their names in favor of the amendment to the
Oregon bill which made the prohibition. No alarm was felt
then. Gentlemen did not cry out that the constitution was

violated, or the rights of the South invaded. On the con¬

trary, Mouthern men themselves stood up for the measure, and
at the last session of the last Congress the same thing tx>k

P^sce. A gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. Bubt) hid
then assented to the prohibition clause, but had insertr I , pre-
am..|e to it declaring that "as the whole Territory of Oregon
lay noith ot the line of tbe Missouri compromise," \c.
Southern gen lemen, so far from preventing the Insertion of
tbe clause, merely asked that the reason for it might he stated
«X the face of the bill , but this was refused .. and the bill

PVfr lhe Hou,e wilh lh<> prohibitory clause in it hv a
*°'e ^ 34 '« 3S- He wanted to know how Southern gen¬
tlemen had voted for this who were now so extiemelv sensi¬
tive upon the subject >
Mr SAWYER inquired whether Mr. Switk had not him-

* *'>t®d against the amendment proposed by the fcnilcniin
from South Carolina, (Mr. Bi .T

Mr. SMITH replied, certainly he had , because he w. not
willing that the restriction again* slavery should be put nixm
that ground. But still it was a fact that the united dela¬
tion froji South Carolina bad voted for the restriet (>n.

^ J*" reference had been mn.le to the
vote of the South Carolina delegation, it was prop,, .plain
that it had been at the time that vote was given the opinion
of every Southern man, with the exception of one or two
that slavery never would enter into Oregon, because h lav
north of the compromise line, and it was with that under¬
standing that they had voted for the clause prohibiting it But
in 1829 when President Polk asked for an appropriation of
two millions of dollars to effect a treaty with Mexico, a gen¬
tleman from Pennsylvania roee and propose! wl,»t hla*l since
h come so famous as the W ilmot proviso Then the South
u ok the atarm. At the next se«ion tbe same proportion
was renewed « and tbe South could no longer -loubtTe ei-

.* rUrfK~ wtuch n«" become openly mani-

Mr. SMITH said he had not asserted that the gentleman
could not give good reasons for his vote. Uut if there were
no good reasons then sgsinst the restriction bv an act of Con¬
gress, there were no good reasons against the"«,me rhiiw now.
n it was in i s own nature nnconstitutional now it waseaoal
ly unconstitutional then. If Congrei had power under the
constitution to pass such a restriction in Oregorv in 184ft it

,be w*tric,ior> 'n California' in
1*48 : if it had no power now it had none then. What be¬
came of the constitutional argument '

Mr. WOODWARD here made some remarks, which, from

h7trn: rfP P^lftawdll* the reports.
Mr. SMITH said he was not discussing the propriety of

gentlemen s v*es he was merely adverting to £ fnet fht,
such votes had been given as an answer to the constitutional
argument. Wh.iev.r might have In*,, the course of the
gentleman from South Carolina after tbe introduction into the
House of the Wilmot proviso, yet he f.Und that his friend
from Georgia over the wsy (Mr. Cos a) had voted for R long

.k
W" ,hr fmrn «tb' *»«"> been alarm!

ed by the proviso. Georgia lay far to the South, yet her
able representative here manifested no alarm. The seme
reasons for the restriction existed now which had existed then:
the gentleman considered them as sufficient at that time» he

should be »orry if tLey did not coaaider them equally so at
this.

Mr.' KAUFMAN (who bad been temporarily absent from
the hall when allusion was made to the vote ot 1 exas, but
had since returned) now Mid :

I voted for the restriction of slavery in Oregon because all
of Oregon liea north of 364 deg. north latitude, or what is
commonly known aa the Missouri compromise line. I voted
for it because, in the resolutions of annexation admitting
Texa?, the Missouri compromise line was inserted and applied
to Texas, aud now forms a part of her constitution. But 1
now state to the gentleman Irom Indiana aud this House that
I only gave one vote to prohibit slavery in Oregon, and that
vote was given before the Wilmot proviso was moved in this
House. No man had heard of the Wilmot proviso when I
gave that vote. I never have voted against slavery in Oregon
since the Wilmot proviso was introduced into and passed
by this House. I never will vote to exclude slavery from
Oregon or any other Territory of the United States as long as
I see the North determined to force down upon the South the
Wilmot proviso. I have no idea of the South obftrving the
Miasouri compromise while the North repudiates it. And I
never should have given the vote I did if I could have foreseen
the introduction and passage of the Wilmot proviso by this
House. But I will again vote for restricting slavery in Ore¬
gon if the North will agree to extend the Missouri compro¬
mise line so as to apply to the Territories of California and
New Mexico. And this I understand to be the universal
sentiment of the South.

Mr. SMITH asked Mr. Kaufman whether he had not
voted for the bill afterwards ? *

Mr. KAUFMAN said he had not: and he never would as

long as the North should resist the Missouri compromise.
Mr. 8MITH said he did not undertake to say how the

gentleman would settle the question with his constituents ;
that was his own affair < but the gentleman had at that time
held very different opinions from what he appeared to do now.

But Mr. S. trusted that this bill would be considered and
acted upon on its own merits, without connecting it with New
Mexico or California. Mr. S. was however for excluding
slavery from all the Territories.

Ever since the foundation of this Government our policy
had been to restrict slavery wherever it could be done. The
Missouri compromise was an act restricting the extent of sla¬
very ; but this Government had never pissed any act at any
time to advance the extent of slavery one foot.

Mr. COBB here inquired whether the extension of slavery
had not been contemplated in the formation of the constitu¬
tion, as was manifested by admitting the importation of slaves
as late as 1808 }

Mr. SMITH insisted that the extension of slavery had not
been contemplated, but the reverse. And this very clause
about the importation of slaves till 1808 was itself of a restric¬
tive character, and showed that the framers of the constitution
looked forward to the ultimate extinction of slavery through¬
out the Union.

Mr. McLANE put some inquiry to Mr. Smith, which
was not heard by the reporter; but was understood to be in
substance, whether a provision to divide a elavo State into
two was not a provision that looked to the extension of slaveiy.

Mr. SMITH said it did not. The division of a State into
two States neither increased nor diminished the number of
slaves it contained, and did not extend slavery a foot.
The South had not once been so extremely sensitive as she

was now. Whence came the ordinance of '87 > Was that
the work of Northern aboli'ionists > Was it a contrivance of
fanatics who had but one idea ? Every body knew that it
had proceeded from the hands of Southern men. The com¬

mittee, consisting of Southern gentlemen, were unanimous in
the policy of prohibiting s'avery throughout the whole exten¬
sive territory ceded by Virginia to the l<nited States. They
reported the ordinance, and the Confederation concurred in
their report without a disseuting voice. Did any body com¬

plain that the North were invading the rights ot the Southern
States' Not at all. And how had it been at the time of the
acquisition of Louisiana ' It was then agreed that slavery
should never exist there to the North of 3(5° 30 . Did the
South regard the constitutibn as violated by this ? Was any
cry raised here again.-t the fanatics ' W hat did they now con¬
tend foi in the Narth ? For the abolition of sliivery within
any one of the States.for the least interference with the rights
of a slaveholder > Not at all j not at all. All they asked was
that territory now free be suffered to remain free. W as this
interfering with the South ' Far from it. Mr. S. would be
as far as any man on that floor from doing any thing that mili¬
tated against the harmony of all the States ; but when he found
in our possession territory which we had acquired as tree ter¬

ritory, he was for keeping it.free. This territory had brought
upou us only the evils predicted by the opponents of the war.
These were the bitter fruits of the unauthorized measures of
thia Administration. All this had been foretold in warning
tones; gentlemen had been warned in time that this very state
of things would come upon the country. I he W higs, the op¬
ponents of the war, had fi-und it heie. He called all men to
witness that they had done all in their power to keep this ter¬

ritory out of the Union. He gloried in the Hand they bad
taken against it, and in the powerful aid they had received
from their Southern frieuds ; but all bad been in vain. They
now found it here, and they must meet it like men and like
statesmen. Mr. 8. never would consent to extend slavery by
any act of his. There was not a man oppoaed to the war w ho
had not predicted what we now saw. The Whigs did not
take their opponei.ts by aurprise ; and, if they could not avoid
the agitation which thia contest was crealiug all over the coun¬
try in any other way, he would ca»t the whole territory from
us as a burden and a curse. It was merely a hone of ronten-
tion. He vrai not afraid of the reiponiibility. I bin hated
acquisition bad coat iu one hundred million* of dollar* and
thirty-five thousand human lives, and after all it was worse
than worthless. It would be found in the end the dearest ac¬

quisition which this country ever had made. It we continue
to hold thia territory, we must settle some form of government
for it. Gentlemen referred to the rases of the acquisition of
Louisiana and the annexation of Texas ; but were tbete cases

of the extension of slavery » Not at all ; they were caaes of
ita restriction. He would ask of the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. Kirr***) how the restriction in the annexation resolu¬
tions, which prohibited the extension of alavery north of 36°
30', had been observed in practice »

Mr. KAUFMAN.said it had been carried out to the letter.
The annexation resolutions did not say that slavery ahould not
exiat north of 36° 30', but that the States which should be
formed out of the Texan territory should not permit it to ex¬
tend north of that line.

Mr. SMITH asked if the constitution of Texas did not ea-

tablish the existence of slavery throughout the whole extent
of the State ( and whether it did not forbid the Texan Legis-
latuie to pass any act for the abolition of it'

Mr. KAUFMAN replied that the prohibition was not against
the abolition of alavery, but the abolition of it without the con¬

sent of the owners of the slaves. The annexation resolutions
were incorporated into the constitution of Texaa and formed a

^Mr. VINTON asked whether the Legislature of Texaahad
passed sny law prohibiting the carrying of alaves beyond the
line of 36° 30"

. . . ,Mr. KAUFMAN replied that the resolutiona of annexa¬

tion did not require that it ahould. No gentleman could fairly
charge Texaa with bad faith when she had made the very
words of the annexation resolutions a part and parcel of her
constitution.

. . , ,Mr. 8MITH (resuming) said that gentlemen might plead
as tbey would, but they well knew thst the word of premise
might have been kept to the ear but was broken to the sense.

All he knew about it waa, that the compromise was under¬
stood by all to be that there stould no slavery exist north of
.16° 30'. If Teias meant to observe and carry out ihnt com¬
promise in good fsith, ought she not to have passed a law
rendering it impossible that slavery should have any existence
north of that line > Yet it did exist there. Slaves were at
this hour held in Texaa north of that line : arrd they would
continue to be held there till doomsday , for Texas declared
that slavery should not be interfered with either north or south
of the line.

Mr. STEPHENS said that the resolutions of annexation
had been incorporated into the const tution of Texas and form¬
ed a part of it.

Mr. 8MITH. Does the gentleman mean to say thatslavea
cannot now be held to the north of 36J 3')

Mr. STEPHENS. They cannot.
Mr. SMITH. I hare read ber constitution, and I never so

understood it.
Mr. BAYLY here put a question to Mr Smith, not heard

at the Reporter's desk.
[A geographical conversation (partly informal) here took

place at to whether any portion of Texa* actually extended to
the north of 36° 30'. ] /

Mr. SMITH quoted the constitution of Texas.
Mr. BAYLY repeated his question, which wss now under¬

stood to be, Whether Texas did extend north of the compro¬
mise line '

Mr. 8MITH said be ao un<lerstood it.
[Voicea : «. You are mistaken in the geography."]
Mr. KAUFMAN waa understood to ssv that no part of

what wss called Texas proper lay north of that line : but that
part claimed aa New Mexico did extend north of it. \

Mr. SMITH again quoted the constitution of Texas as to
the permission to form two or more Htates, and requiring that
slavery should be abolished north of the line, but that south of
it the States should be received with or without slavery, as
the inhabitants should decide for themselves. He went on to
say, whatever territory Texaa might hold to the north of the
lirie, she did, under her constitution, subject the country to
the curse of slavery up to the time that new States should be
formed and should come into the Union ; and that would be
just as long as she chose : since no new States tooW be form¬
ed without hei sanction. A a long as she refund herconsent
slavery would continue. He, therefore, insisted that, as to the
practical result, the compromise bsd not been carried out in
its spirit.

Mr. S. said he was not now going to enter into the consti¬
tutional argument as to whether Congress did or did not poa-
M»*s power to prohibit slavery in the Territories. It seemed
astonishing to him that there could I* any controversy on the
subject. It had certainly never been doubted before. The
right was recognised by the framera of the constitution and

acled on by every Congress from that day to ihu. The gen¬
tleman from Virginia (Mr. Batlt) had said that the power
had never been exerciaed on the admission of any State but
Wisconsin. He was mistaken; and he would aee he waa
mistuken if he looked at the admiaaion of Indiana, Michigan,
and Illinoia. He would udviae the honorable gentleman to
examine into thia. He would find that they had Govern-
menta granted to them "aiuiilar in all respects to the provi¬
sions of the ordinance of 1787 and did not the ordinance of
'87 prohibit slavery ? Did not the gentleman from Virginia
know that the Legialature of Indiana bad ut one time petition¬
ed Congress to suspend the reatriction > But why aak that it
be suspended if it had no existence ' I be petition was re¬
jected indeed, but it proved the existence ot the reatriction.
There was no solitary instance of a Territorial Government
aince the adoption of the constitution which was free, where
slavery had uot been directly prohibited. _

It had been done for
more than fifty yeara. Every foot of Iree soil bad been kept
free. Why had it ao suddenly been discovered that this was
an invasion of the lights of the South '

Mr. BAYLY said that if proper time were allowed him he
could answer the gentleman, and satisfy any candid mind that
his (Mr. B.'s) position was correct.

Mr. SMITH said it was impossible for him to spare the
gentleman any more of hia own time, which was rapidly pass¬
ing away. He did not know whether the gentleman consid¬
ered Mr. 8. as possessing a candicfmind or not, but he claim¬
ed to know the common meaning of language. When the
law said "in all respects similar to ibe ordinance of 1787,"
he thought it meant to prohibit slavery.

Mr. DUER reminded Mr. S , loo, that the ordinance used
the word " inhabitants," which was ol'tho widest meaning.

Mr. McLANE was understood to inquire (but he was not
distinctly heard at the aeat of the Reporter,) whether the pro¬
hibition existed any where beyond the limits of the Northwest
Territory, to which alone the ordinance of '87 applied 1

Mr. SMITH said, Yes, outside of that Territory. Where-
the soil was free, slavery had always been prohibited.

Mr. MaLANE waa further understood to ask whether Mr.
8. had found any case where it had been prohibited, save by
the Missouri compromiae or by the ordinance of '87 >

Mr. 8MITH was heard (amidst much disorder and conver¬
sation across) to say that it embraced all the territory of the
United States.

Mr. McLANE inquired whether Mr. 8. meant to refer to
Arkansas and Missouri >
What Mr. S.'s reply was may be known to those within

a few yards of him.
Mr. SMITH then went on to say that Congress were now

asked to take a new position, to adopt an entirely new course,
and extend slavery into territory now free. It amounted to this,
that the Congress of the United States, representing fiee as
well as slave States, should engage in the business of extend¬
ing slavery. H^d this ever yet been done ? Never. Con¬
gress had acted in the restriction of slavery, never in its ex¬
tension. They were now called on to establish it. HadCon¬
gress any power to establish it ? Would gentlemen's zeal in
favor of their institution carry them so far as to say that it had*
It had never been attempted before. To do what was now
asked would be virtually to establish slavery in all the States
as well as all the Territories of the Union. He would ask
his friend from Illinois (Mr. McCierwa.md) whether he was

willing to stand up in his own Legislature and vote that one-
hall of the Slate of Illinois should be given up to the presence
of slavery ? He knew he would not; yet he was for estab¬
lishing it up to a certain line in the Territories on the Pacific.

Mr. McCLERNAND said the gentleman from Indiana
misrepresented .him. All he proposed was tbat the States
south of 36° 30' should determine the question of slavery for
themselves. He said nothing in his amendment which he had
proposed about slavery in the Territories.

Mr. SMITH said he had then misunderstood the terms of
the gentleman's amendment. Aa to the States being allowed
to decide the question of slavery for themselves, they could
not be prevented from doing that; it was thpir right. Con¬
gress could not prohibit slavery within any State. For Con-
greus to declare, as the gentleman from Illinois proposed,
would be supererogatory legislation. When the people of a
State made their own constitution they could do on that sub¬
ject just what they pleased. But Mr. 8. would ask whether
any man representing a free State would ever be willing to
establish slavery where it was not'

But it was insisted that to prohibit slavery in a Territory
which had been acquired by the common treasure and blood
of all the States was doing gross injustice to the slaveholding
States. Was theie any thing unjust in this > Congress waa
now to shape the constitution of a Territory. Was there
any injustice in saying that they should be free Suppose
Congress should say that slavery should be established there,
would that not equally exclude settlera from the North '

Mr. HOLMES wis understood to say it would not, for
Northern people constantly came into the slave States.

Mr. SM4TH. Would they not be excluded by the estab-
liahment of an institution which was against NortLern feel¬
ings and. Northern interests ?

Mr. HOLMES said that Yankees would g> anywhere.
They came down into Charleston. Why would they not go
into Territories where they found slavery '

Mr. SMITH said that every body knew that, in aelccting a
region wherein to settle for life, men were always greatly in-
tlusnced by a knowledge of the laws and cuatoms that pre¬
vailed there, and thia was especially true of slavery and slave
laws. If indeed Congress was passive on the subject, that
would l<e another affair ; but in that case slavery would not
exiat in the Territories, because it did not exist there now and
was prohibited by law. But gentlemen were not satisfied with
thi« ; thev wanted Congress to establish it there. It wss con¬
tended that a Southern man had a right to go into those Ter¬
ritories with all hia property. V\ ell, if he had a right, there¬
fore, to carry his slave there, then by the same reasoning be had
a right to come with his slavea into Indiana ; for the constitu¬
tion gave him equal rights with the people of all the States
into which he went. A citizen of Ptnnsylvania had a right
to go there with hia property, and eocld not a citizen of South
Carolina go with his > Had Indiana a right to exclude a citi¬
zen of New York from coming there with hia cows and oxen?

Mr. HOLMES said, Yes, she had.
Mr. SMITH said a State had no right to prevent the citi¬

zen of another State from coming there and bringing his pro¬
perty with him. But the whole error Uy in maintaining that
slaves were property. He admitted that people of all the States
were permitted to come with that which was recognised as

property by the constitution, by the lawe of Nature, and by
the laws of God \ they might bring their horses and their cat¬
tle and their goods ; but this did not prove they had a right
to come there with slaves. A man's horse was his property,
and he had a right to tome there with his horse ; and he had
a right too to kill hia horse, if be pleased ; he might shoot him
through the head upon the highway ; because a horse was re¬

cognised as property by the laws of all civilized nationa. But
he could not kill his slave j he coulJ not beat out hia braina or
shoot him down on the highway. W hy Becauae he was
not property. There existed indeed a peculiar relation be¬
tween maater and slave ; but that relation waa created wholly
by positive statute. Let him suppose a case. Gentlemen
Mid a man had a right to go into the I erritories with his
slaves, because in the slave Stat.-* theae were regarded as pro¬
perty, so recognised by law. Now, suppose the lawa of South
Carolina recognised the right of a man to marry two wives,
or msny wivce, at the same time; suppose bigamy or poly¬
gamy to be permitted by the laws of South Carolina, would
it be maintained that a man might go into the Territories and
live there with half a dozen wive* at once > He would have
no more right to do this than to go there and 4iold his slavea.
Both institutions existed only by positive municipal law ; and
municipal regulatione ex tended no further than the juriadiction
did which established them. ]It was perfectly clear to Mr. 8. that Congress had power
to exclude slavery from a Territory, and he was free to exer-
eise that power, because even every Southern mind recognised
and admitted it to be an evil. I

Mr. HOLMES. I do not admit it to be an evil. I hold
it to be the greatest blessing that God ever conferred upon man

Mr. SMITH said he was contented with the decision on
that subject of such Southern minds a* those of Washington
and Jefllerson and Mason, and a hoe« more, who all had ad¬
mitted it in the moat explicit manner to be an evil. But Mr.
8. never ahould have referred to this had not gentlemen con-
tended for the right to go into free territory with their alavea.

Mr. 8. haVing closed his remarks.
The question was Mated on atriking out the first sec¬

tion of the bill, vit :

.'That, from and atter the passage of this act,all tlsat part ofthe
territory of the Unite*! States winch liea west ol the summit of
the Roeky mountains, known aa the Territory of Oregon, shall
be organized into and constitute a temporary government by
the name of the Territory ot Oregon : Provided, That nothing
in this act contained sluli In- construed to impair the rights of
iKTaon or property now pertaining to the Indians in aaid Fer-
ritory so long aa such rights shall remain unextinguiahed by
treaty between the United States and aueh Indiana, or to """j®*the authority of the (t.cmment of the United 9tates to make
any regulation respecting such Indiana, their landa, property, |
or other righta, by treaty, law, or otherwise, which it would
have been competent to' the Government to make if this set
hsd never passed wind ftrovultdfiirthrr. That nothing in this
act contained shall he cnnairwed to inhibit the (Jetwmment ol
the United Statea from dividing said Territory into two or

more Territories, in auch manner and at such times as Con-
vreaa ahall deem convenient and proper, or from attaching ap¬portion of aaid Territory to any other State or I erritory of the
United Statea."

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved a proviso to
the first section to confirm titles ol' land at the missionary sta¬
tions in the Territ->ry of Oregon to the missionaries, not ex¬

ceeding 640 acrea to each.
.Mr. K. said it wa« well known that there were in Oregon a

few missionsry ststions, ami that some small improvemen s

ha<l l»een made and some buildings erected around them. eJ
were not extensive ; but, to guard against abuse, he wou in

¦ert a limitation. He presumed no one would object th«t t e*e

improvementa of the misoinnsres, and a little lafld around lem,
should lie confirmed to them. He would restrict the amend-
merit by inaerting " not exceeding one section of Ism to

Pending thi* *rr«r.dmant, the committee rose, and the
House adjourned.

Tuesday, August 1, 1848.
O.i motion of Mr. SMITH, ol Indiana, the Houae resolved

itself i»?to Committee of the Whole on the etate of the Union,
(Mr. Mo.hkukad in the cbair,) and reaumed llie conaideration
of the bill ti> establish the Territoiial Government of Oregon.The question pending when the committee ro»e yesterday
was on agreeing to the amendment moved by Mr. Rockwell,
of Connecticut, to the l»t section, to confirm to the mission¬
aries at the several stations land not exceeding in quantity in
each case 640 acres.
The question was now put, and the amendment was

agreed to.
The question was then put on striking out the 1st section,

and it wan rejected.
Mr. KAUFMAN moved the following as a new section, to

come in between the 2d and 3d sections:
jfud bs it further enacted, Tlwt all that portion of territorydelineated as California and New Mexico ou Ditturnell's mapof Mexico, a copy of which map was added to the late treatyof Guadalupe Hidalgo between the Uuked States and Mexico,shall be divided by an east and west line, and constitute two

distinct Territorial Governments. The northern uortion of
said territory shall be known and styled North California.
The southern portion of said territory shall be known and
styled South California. The dividing line between them shall
be the parallel of 36* degrees of north latitude, (from the Rio
Grande to the Pacific,) commonly known as the Missouri com¬
promise line. In said Territory of North California, slavery
or involuntary servitude (except for crime) shall be prohibitedSaid Territory of South California shall stand in all respectsin regaril to slavery on the same footing as did the Territoryoi Louisiana at the time of its oession to the United States.
Both said Territories of North aud South California thall be
organized in every other respect as the Territory of Oregon is
provided to be organized by this act.

This amendment was ruled out of order.
Mr. BOYD. Mr. Chairman, be good euough to state the

precise point.
The CHAIRMAN. The bill before the committee is a

bill to provide a Territorial Government for the Territory of
Oregon, and the proposition of the gentleman from Texas is
to organize Territorial Governments for New Mexico and Cali¬
fornia. The Chair rules the amendment out of order ; and
the question is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the
judgment of the committee ?

Mi. COBB, of Georgia, called for tellers, and they were
ordered and reported 88 in the affirmative, and 60 in the neg-

ive. The decision of the Chair was therefore sustained.
Mr. BOYDEN moved to strike out the words " and shall

approve of ail laws passed by the Legislative Assembly before
Ihey shall take effect," in the second section. [The effect of
the amendment would be to take out of the hands of the gov¬
ernor the power of approval or disapproval of the laws of the
legislature.]

Mr. B. said that, for one, he had great objections to
this clause : and he was convinced that if it were once tho¬
roughly understood it never could be agreed to. All legisla¬
tive power was by the constitution granted to Congress.
Congress had delegated it to the territorial legislature, and
Cong! ess could veto any laws made by that legislature. Here
was a governor appointed by the President of the United
States . Id the bill gave him an absolute veto on the laws
of the Territory. Should tho bill pass with this feature in it,
the power of virtually making laws for the Territory would
effectually be secured to the President. And the result would
come to be that the laws passed by the territorial legislature
would be draughted in theWbite House, and his governorwould
negative the acts of the legislature unless they conformed to
this dictation. Was it possible that Whigs, the friends of
freedom, the determined enemies of Executive encroachment,
were going to pass a bill like this, giving the appointee ofthe
President an absolute veto ? He trusted not. He could not
conceive how any reflecting man, any man possessing a single
right idea of civil liheity could consent to transfer the legisla¬
tive power, indirectly, from Congress to the President. He
trusted in God they were not going to strengthen a power
which already threatened to swallow up all the powers and
departments of Government and destroy all remains of liberty.
Gentlemen were for taking good care ot the appointing power:
they would not trust that to this governor ; that was reserved
to the President; but it was now proposed that they should
sui render the power of Congress and agree to give^ the_ Presi¬dent a nabsolute veto on all the legislation of the Territories.

Mr. CLARK (proforma) moved to amend the amendment
by striking out before the words " grant pardons, <fcc." the
words he may. He observed that, at the last session, a ter¬
ritoiial bill was passed granting power to the Governor to arrest
by his veto the legislation of the Territory. Much had been
said about "the one-inan power;" and ever since the cele¬
brated Allison letter it was assumed by gentlemen that the con¬
stitution of the United States ought to be so changed as to
restrict the power of the President by abolishing the veto.
What hsd occurred within the last two years to justiffthis
change' Last year as many as fifty Wings had voted for
the identical clause which was now so vehemently opposed,
giving a territorial governor an absolute veto. The very
gentlemen who now defended the Allison letter, and even the
gentlemen who voted to adopt it as the Taylor platform, had
by yeas and nays voted in favor of a bill with this veto in it.
The Speaker ol the present House, he believed, was one ot
the number, and with him went nearly the whole Massachu¬
setts delegation. But now a different doctrine was heard; and
now the House must pass no laws but in conformity to the
doctrines of the Allison letter.
The CHAIR here reminded Mr. Clibk that the rule of

the House required a gentleman offering an amendment to

speak during his five minutes to the amendment K* had of-
fcftd*

Mr. CLARK said he Waa discussing the power which this
bill conferred on the Govfhior of Oregon. He would refer
the House to the journal of the aecond session of the last
Congress, page 175. There they would find that this very
proviajon had been voted for by yeas and nays. Mr. C. with¬
drew his amendment.

Mr. CALEB B. SMITH moved to amend the second sec¬
tion by inserting, in lieu of the words moved to be stricken
out by Mr. Botdik, the following : M And shall approveand
sign all laws passed by the legislative A»sembiy j but if he
shall refuse to sign and approve any bill, the same shall be¬
come a law if re-enacted by a majority of the whole number
of delegates elected to said Assembly, or if the Mine shall
not be returned within ten days of its passage.
Mr 8. said that his views of the veto power, as it should

he, were these. The Governor ought to examine all billa
aent to him by the Legislature, and if be did not spprove a

bill, he ought to return it to tbem with his objections; 1st those
objections be spread upon the journal i and then, after bis de¬
jections had been duly considered, if the Legislator; still de¬
liberately adhered to their former opinion, they should have
power to pass the bill, the objections of the Governor not¬

withstanding. This plan had been tried in his own H,.te; it
had worked well, and he knew of none who wished to

^Vhe amendment of Mr. 8*it* was declared to be carried,
but the yeas and naya were demanded.

Mr. VINTON inquired whether this amendment, if adopt¬
ed would go into the lrill and become part of it »

The CHAIR replied that it would.
Mr.VINTON then said that he should move to strike out

the last clause of the gentleman's amendment. Mr.V. Mid
he was led by experience of the past to oppose the vet* slto-
tether. By the ordinance of 1787 the veto power waa given
to the Governor of the Northwest Territory, as it was pro¬
posed to be conferred by the present bill i but the power had
beeiTto outrageously abused, and the application of it created
so much discontent among the jwople, that, as aoon as they
wire numerous enough to form s constitution for themselves,
thev deprived the Governor of the veto altogether; and,
so ier from the alterations having worked any evil, experience
had shown that they got on better than when the power waa

freely used. The same state of things existed in Virginia
there was no gubernatorial veto in that Stats. There was

still greater objection to its existence in Oregon, wdsii a

man appointed by Executive authority was sent into a I em-

toiy three thousand miles distant from the -eatol Government
he would have it in his power to practise sbu-H. »o a fearful
extent. If he was a roan who bad any thing of the tyrant in

him, be could and would do so till the ^v.nrej^-sme .n-

tolerable. He should vote for striking oat, bat not for Insert-

'"VJ.IScLANE^wanted to retain the veto power ini th«
hands of the Governor, but to balance it by requiring
bs elected by the people. .

Mr. ASHMUN here raised a point of order, but, as tne

*> .»

hand, of .Oo.en.ot.ppoin.WI i.1 *72!!with the gentleman from North Carolina (Mr. Boiona) that
it would be unjust to the people of the 1 erritory \o K,Te*n
absolve veto in all legislative proceedings to

it wss enoogh that Congress had a veto on all their lawa. But
he would have the people elect their
he should not object to leave the veto m bis handa. The £n-
that thero existed no veto id Virginia. He might have added
Maryland also ; and he did not think that the people of Ma¬

ryland, if they had now the formation of their own const! u-

tmn, would confer the veto on their Governor.
Mr. McLawe's amendment was ruled out of order.
Mr. GREEN made a pro forma motion to amend. ^then went on to observe that he considered this as a q

which ought not to be decided on party KIoao,,"_ Beforeposed in the bill to clothe him with the veto> P? , , .

gentlemen struck out this festurs of the Mfc .

well to remember that the Governor, being
tPresident, would be the only representative T ,in that Territory in relation to its (.£**"''

any right of jurisdiction over the
the Governor, ought to have some pow |

jvm<".* '«¦"


